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Atached herewith:
(1) Bome general views of your proposed speech.
(2) Specific changes that are recommended.
(3} The draft you furnished to me.

STANLEY J. GROGAR
Assistant to the Director

30 Kovember 1959
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might vell recede in the decade ve sve enmtering.” These two statements,

 eondidered together, might cause a belief that the DCI is saying, there

will be mwrhthemt&a&dhmmmamﬂnmmmrmm
in sny sggression sgainst us wvhile the USSR dces not want & pucleny war,
«hus establishing e standoff that will last vhile both sides remain militarily
capable of devastating the other's country should either be sttacked.

‘5. There &re perhaps too few specific statements and too mRny genersli-
ties in the speech, For eample: On Page 1 the DCI reiterates his 1947 state~
ment that the challenge to Americs (by the UsSR) is “to prove thet the -

gystem of free men under law can survive.” Survive sgainst what? Communism

as & political force, aa & religion? The lster statement that todny's
. industrial
cbjective of the Soviet leaders is to "surpass us {Americs) in total/cutput”

may supply part of the survival answer. :

6. The DCI states that the Sino-Soviet bloc is "the most aggressive
foreign competitor.” Is this & fact? Shouldn't this be qmliﬂed; in view
of our unfavoredble irade balance today vith the Free World cm‘hrﬁes?

7. The DCI states that the Soviet industrial growih rate tody is “some
sight to nine per cent.” On Page 10 of his statement of 13 Mer 1959
vefore & Joing Congressioral subeommitiee he salds

»_..the range of estimtes (industrial growth) is from 9 to 10.5
per ceut a yesr." {Bstimates by vericus Western scholars.)

s -

Then he adds, “...ouw {CIA) estimate of sbout 10 per eent! "

Would it not be correct tc again state *of about 10 per egnt' Tather

than "some eight to nine per cent1” :
STANLEY J. GROGAH
Assistant to the Director
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Page 1,

Page 2,

Page 2,
Page 2,

Pags 3,
Pags 3,

Page 3,

Page &,
Fage 5,

Page 3,

Page 7,

Page 29, line 3¢ Thangs SThis Comtry” to "Americs.®
Page 9, line 2: Chenge “could™ to might.” |
Page 10, line 5t Insert "Sovist” before “sttempt.”

line b: W%’m“mmmmmatm.‘
line 8: Changs “their” to "its."

iise 1: “Ihe old Boviet lesders bave gone”--{Stalin, Molgtov,

Yishinaky). (Molotov is & minor "lesder” today,
Balganin, Konlev, Zheltov, and others are about.
Recosmend line 1, Page 2, be changsd to read:

"Many of the 0ld political leaders have gons” etc.

iine &: Chenge “us" to "America.”

but
)

end of Par, 3t Recommend add "snd to encoursge neutrality where
thf%m mations they can't get on the Communist slde.”

1ine 11 Did the Scviet "have an atomic power™ in 19491

iine 2: Change "grest” to "large” and in line 3, delete
and delete "the threst of." grmmuttle
but can one “rattle & threst?

lnst paragraph: Thia needs re-writing. It is

paregraph
the "...most mggressive forelign competitor” is "in the

Tst111,"

missiles

ted

Sino-Soviet Bloc.” Is this & fact? The outflow of gold
and dollsrs from the US, dus to buying more sbrosd then

we sell, results in larges part from British and
competition--not from the Sino-Soviet Bloc.
check facts; recommend alsoc delete “"so," third
botitom, FPage 3.

line 51 A4d "Let me discuss this viewpoint.®
iines 8 and 9t Delete "whether by gulded missiles or

alirerafi” as superflucus and it omits the Ravy's
vis suds.

from

jomml
Polaris

jast sentence: This general statement is intriguing. Why not give

one or more specific exsmples o references?

line a*mm‘-aam;‘mmu&m." (If you calt
? winaing & war and you lose, it's s "miscaloulatis
iagt sentence is self-contradictory.)
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Mlﬁ,
Page 12,
Page 12,

Page 13,

Page 13,

Page 1h,

Mage 15,
Page 17,
Page 18,
Page 19,
Page 19,
Page 20,

Pages 20,

Tage 21,

Page 22,

Page 22,
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line 10: After “August” 84d "st the Natioual Press Club."

line 91 Change "guick” to “"guickly.”

Jire 13: Neme some of these countries so it will be more

2

line 2: I question the wisdom of the moon exmup.
Boviets firet got » rocket to the moon.” This

¥y not msay they lemd in

of spese technology? (Don't give them the moon.)

1zt paregreph: Wy not give some examples aod bring out

their propagania.

le snd *.

"

-0

generally

+the
1ps
phases

. 7

the fact

that their contrivution is & smmll frmetion of durs--it

is vindow dressing for immediste effect.

“popular” seems to be
Becammend delete it or say “gylture)!

iast yparsgmph, line 21

iire 1: Change “cover” to “front.”
next to the last line: Czech coup was 11
line 1: Change "in Moscow™ to “by Moscow.

Mrne 21 Change “band to be shown” to "hand to be seen.”
iine 61 Omission of Laos and Tibet intenticmml?

line 11 Delete "as to”

last line: Delete “snd the 1ike.” (It may be taken as
oreign military aid, and 1t is vague.

epposing
does it weant)

years ago (1948)

"

”thawrmm‘

.Recommend change
10" to 11.

yoi're

What

imst line: A striking question. Now cxn we exert this mperiority
ard our political, fimareisl, and spirituml power-«to

mltiply its impact for the good of the grestest
BAM is one important unit in this fight--it is a

third line from the bottom: After "Soviet Union” add "snd

Red Chinese partper.”
last iins: A4d “Will you do 1t¥"

-2‘

Apprc');ved For Release 2001/08/07 : CIA-RDP70;Q99_§§B??gZOOO1001"-0

B ety

nupber?
Light.

to 1iia




